
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), relei!sed Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelat'lon of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following commentl~ in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), relellsed Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consci,ences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected leditorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), mh!ased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and eveh loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consGielnces, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelaltion of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religiolJs programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force mporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with Ilhese proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), rele,aised Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public acc,ess requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following commentsi in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), r,el,eased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face lincreased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consGiE3nces, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force n~porting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), n~h~ased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelaltion of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force mporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), rl!lllaSed Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciE!rIces, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First AmendmE~nt prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelaltion of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), mlElased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could faCE! increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciEmces, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force mporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comment!l in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the mes~;age. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelati'oll of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments; in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), rel,e~lsed Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messane. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), reI4~a.sed Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio sllallions, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messa~le. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force repol1ing on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), relE~ased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM,llf enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciEmces, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messagle. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowin!J is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public intere~;t.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Locall~.mNotice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 APR 22 Z008

I submit the following commlents in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUlliiiUiklrigi(lhe
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations. especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religiolls broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing im:ompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government. inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster.
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum l!VI~ry radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic acoess requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messaIQE!. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force rE!\Ielation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming. especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial cho~::es.

(4) The FCC must not establis;h a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically tlamed from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applican!1s by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could facE! long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadca,stE,rs operate on tight budgets. as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fIowil1lJ is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters. by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and. (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force servioe cuttlacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Illc,tice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the "NPRM"),
released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of proposals
discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from people who do not share
their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious
broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and
even loss of license for choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape
their programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a
broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio "wltion into a public forum where anyone and everyone has rights to air time.
Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster conscientiously objects to the
message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of "pecific editorial decision-making information. The choice of proqrammmo
especially religious progranuning, is not properly dictated by any govemrnent agency - and prcp;J'::';:=;:c=:, ;:c; fcn:::;c cC'-:cY':~c'

such things as who produced what prograf't!s would int!Wfje on con5t~tutjOn8~!y-ptc;tecte;j ed;h};r~; ,-=~,~,:.;,:-~::,

;~: Th(: FCC must not establish a t'w'ilo-tered rer:ewal system in "-/hieh certain licensees \\'Ouie be automaticaih,r barred

....~"" ...~"",'" .~. ,,<~-- <
-
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Dear Chief,

My name is Heather Boas and I urge you to not adopt the rules, procedures
and policies concerning Christian Radio and other small radio stations.
There are so many people that are blessed by these stations, daily, that
would be severely affected by these proposals.

I enjoy listening to Spirit FM out of Camdenton, MO, which has extension
towers to reach my area. There are several listeners, too numerous to count.
It's an encouraging station that all ofus need! They include the weather and
some news and for me, the music I want to and need to hear! I am praying
that you will not make a decision that would take this station and many
others away from us.

Thank you for you time,

Heather Boas

APt( 2220GB
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I submit the following comment~l in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new fCC rules, pOlicIes or proCedures must not violate First Amendment rights, A number of
proposals disCtJssed Ih 'the'l',fPP.M;' If enacted, woJfd'dd so - and must not be adopted,

• ' - ,,,,< • .i .;~: ;:",; .

(1) The FCC must not foroe-radiostations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The' NPRM's proposed advi,SOry board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowin~ incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibitsgovernrnent, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, pClrticularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pl'lblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion .

. r,r .' __ F. - .- J

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming,espec1al1y. religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals tbforce reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally~pr()t8cted editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters ope'rafe on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowirlg is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smalier market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
locatbn choices. Raisbg GI)' c3 "ith these p, oposalll would force service cutbacks - and Gurtailed
service is ::ontrary to (he public ir,terest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

APR 222008



Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comme'nt:s in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MEl Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstrtutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum e:ve:ry radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public ac:CE'SS requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not fonce revelation of specific edrtorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller manket secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowin~1 is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller manket broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further reslricling main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would fonce service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Date
Signature

~YhP&~S3c;
Address I .

Name

Phone

Title \if any)

"PR 227.008
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comme,nts in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"). released Jan. 24. 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum E'VElry radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public a(:a~ss requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message'. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious pmgramming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such thllrlgs as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face I(mg, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcastE'rs operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowinll is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market bl'013dcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Signature
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), release,d Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules policies or procedures must not violate First J\mendment rights. A. number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM. if i;nacted would do so - and must not be adopted

(1) nle FCC must not force radio stations. especlaiiy religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRfv1's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. ReligiOUS broadcasters who resist advice from those who
dont share their values could face increased harassment complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpolilts to shape their
orcgramminQ The First Amendment orohibits government, IIlciuding the FCC, from dictating what
vleVVpolnts a broadcaster particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
ngr',ls to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
cOI~sclentiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial deciSion-making mformation The choice
Cif programming, espeCially religious programming. is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
T:ti".ide on constitutionally-protected editOrial choices

(4; Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
station; Keeping the electricity flowing IS often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sq'leeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requIring staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and. (b) by fmther restricting main studio
location chOices Raising costs with these proposals would force ;ervice cutbacks - and curtailed
serVice IS contrary to the publiC interest

VIle: ur~Je the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCies discussed above.

_T8A:J~.. l)CJ () /)i 'J I
Name and Address

.Me..l.Ut'.Apnl 14, 2008 to:
])L

APi~ 222003



I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules policies or procEdures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM If enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
ImpOse such unconstitutional manda<:es, Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
chOOSing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming The Firs! Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating wha:
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radiO station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time, Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of speCific editorial decision-maklllg Information, The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
'··,trude on constitutio1lally-protected ,~clltorial chOices

(4,\ Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do Illany smaller market secular
stations Keeping the electricity fiowin~1 is often a challenge, Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcastel's, by substantially raiSing costs in two ways (a) by
reqUiring staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and, (b) 'Jy further restricting main studio
location choices, RaiSing costs with 'hese proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
SWVice is contrary to the public inter,~st

We eJrC e the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
I')!,_

\\ ,,)( ~:us ."i~

\lir! C"i!:\'L \ldia BU1\:-~!Ll APH 22 ZOe3



COJillilentsin Response to tocaTismNonce of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04,233

I submit the follqwing comments in respqnsetq the localism Notice of PropM~dRulAm:'ldng(lM
NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policiesc,r procedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if E'nacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio staliOlls, espeCIally religious broadcasters, io take adv'ce tram
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates ReHgious broadcasters wtm resist. advice- from-those who don't share thefT
vslues could face increased harassm,mt, comp1aints and even loss of license for Choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape thejr programming. TIle First
Amendment prohibits government, including. the FCC, from dlctahng what viewpomts. a broadcaster,
p"rt,cularly a reltgtous broadcaster, mus!preserrt

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
!lgnts to a,r time Proposed publJc access reqUIrements would do so - even If a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to tre mess<lp<i>. Th<i> First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
rnandates on any reHgiorJ

(3) The FCC must nct force reveiation of specifiC editorial deciSion-making. information The choice
of programming., espeCIally religIOUS programmUlg, IS not properly dictated by any government agency -and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionaHy-prot9cted edItorial choicl3S

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-hered renewai system in which certain licensees wouid be
automatw,ajjy barred from routine renE~walapplicatlOnprocessing The proposed mandatory speCiel renewal
review' of- eenaincfasse:s of applicants- by the Commissioners themse1v8s would amount-to coerCion of
religious broadcasters Those who stay true to their consciences and present only tt18 messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentiaJJy ruinous renewal proceedings

is) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaHer market secular
statl0ns Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge Yet, the Commission proposes to furthei
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever d stdtion is on the dir dnd, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Ra!s,ng costs WIth these proposals w<JtJld force service cutbacks - and curtaHed ServIce IS contrary to the
public interest

We urge Ihe FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or poilCles discussed above.

ICcI Kul1117 LCll1e sta..te Coli fJ e) f)
Address I /bfD{
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I submit the following commenta iin response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), rele:is&d Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04·233.

Ar.y new FCC rules, policies or plOcedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A1umber of
proposals discussed in the NPRM if enacted, would do 50- and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force. radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice frolTI
peope who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impo:;e such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face ir,creased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choo,;ing to follow their own ,;orsciel1ces, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
prograrnmlng. The first Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
view~oints a broadcaster, particularriy a reiigious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conSL ientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
dei!very mcmdales on any religion.

(3) Tle FCC must not force revelaHon of specitic editorial decision-making information. The choice
of prograrnr~ljng,especially religiOUS programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrud~ on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) M1Iny Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
Bqueeze ni:::he and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a :station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs Witt! these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
servic,~ is contrary to the public inten:rst.

We Ui"~e the FCC not to adopt rulerl, procedures or policies discussed above.

~~\.t" ~.' Ia~c'S
Sign~tllrea~~.. D~atee ---

~WJ~_~nf).Il"'4-U_ clq~l\ ~~cL__
Name and Address tH'-f..J \~~W.t vJ!Q.~ 1 T\lC d ~C6lQ,
Mail Bv illlrl114, 29MJo:
ne Sc<:,otary
Pede-rai C(\mtm~dcations Commission
44~ 12th Street. Sill
Wasillng":CHI, DC 20554
Arrn: Chtet: M;:;,dh, Btre.lU
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if lanacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values" The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
dghts to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messa~le. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever at station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

. h1t(hnQLJ.?I~~~ Y-ID-OSSignatur;;and Date -=""-"=-=- ---L_-'---::=:-_-====---- _

Name and Address
I 38 en"'! Sf.

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Se'cretary ,
Federal Communications: Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233 AF,~ 222008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking ~'I\IPRM"), released
Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233

Many of the proposals in NPRM, contrary to the FCC's stated objectives. would harm both localism and diversity of
viewpoints.

The true wellsprings of localism and diversity are smaller market radio stations and stations offering specialized
programming (including religion, foreign I,anguage, ethnic and alternative programming). These types of stations also
serve as important gateways for new entrants seeking business opportunities in broadcasting - increasing ownership
among those traditionally underrepresented.

But just as major operating costs are quickly rising, and more Americans are turning to new media, the NPRM proposes
measures that would SUbstantially raise costs - something that will be keenly felt among small market and specialized
programming broadcasters. The rational ,~onomic response will be service cutbacks or outright shutdowns. Neither
outcome is in the public interest.

One of these ill-advised proposals would force radio stations to curtail reliance on labor-saving technology. An end to
unstaffed operations will not improve responsiveness to a local community. To the contrary, it will likely lead stations to
broadcast fElwer hours or shut down altoglether. Unattended operation with proper safeguards has helped small stations
provide more service through efficiency. Take that away, and the Commission will create strong disincentive for
stations to stay on during the late evening or early morning hours, hours during which v.ery little revenue is generated.
The increased operational costS will lead ne,w entrepreneurs, including women and minorities, to look elsewhere to
invest their savings and sweat equity.

~, .
"

The CommissiOl'lmust also reject propos,al that would further limit where broadcasters can locate their main studios.
The Commission acted in the publiC intenasll when it adopted rules many years ago to permit stations greater flexibility in
selecting the location of their main studios, !particularly in situations in which a broadcaster operates stations licensed to
several nearby communities. If the Commission were to force each station to establish its main studio only in that
station's community of license, the result would be that broadcasters - partiCUlarly small market and speCiality,
programming broadcasters -- would have to divert their limited financial resources from supporting and enhancing
quality programming to covering additional and unnecessary real estate costs.

The FCC should also jettison proposals forcing stations to give away airtime to community groups. One proposal would
even enforce public access requirements, similar to cable PEG channels. Cable has dozens, even hundreds of
channels from which it can profit, but smellle,r market radio and stations serving small specialized audiences do not.
Free is not really free to those who strugglle every day just to keep the electricity flowing, the programming going, and
the local news covered.

Smaller stations are keenly attuned to the' oommunities they serve - it is how they remain in business. But the balance
is delicate, and the Commission must not take action that will tip the balance so stations cut back on service or drop out.
There is no 'public interest' in service thaI is both diminished and less diverse.

~
Ms. Linda S. Hagood

.. •.... 1261 N 1250 East Rd.
Taylorville, Illinois Taylorville,IL 62568

~~~~:s-s-----~o~~:.--=---Name

RespectfUlly submitted,

~" .Jl~' r
_Linda Sue Hagood~~ . .A:.-<..L ~ April 08, 2008 _
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I submit the following comment!; in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messa!ge. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by sUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

~A::I<\. "()dDo :3 ~~;L..e::.)~ _
Signature~

I Lr.l\'ry~,:) '<2315 {HYlr7 CbuJrh::&\. ffi~~ as;W9
~d AdCfress tJ

Mall By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau


